Throughout the last fifty years, Turkish-EU relations have fluctuated between positive to completely suspended, though one factor has remained consistent: the European Union's hesitation to grant Turkey full membership. While some EU member countries justify barring Turkey from their ranks for a multitude of institutional, economic, and security reasons, similar issues have been overlooked in the past when accepting the membership bids of countries such as Spain, Greece, Romania, and Bulgaria. Why has Turkey in particular faced such sustained opposition from EU citizens? Is this opposition based on misinformed perceptions or an actual "clash" of cultures between the EU and Turkey? This project comparatively analyzes European public opinion and the "actual" cultural differences between Turkey and the EU, as measured by data from European Values Surveys, to conclude that EU citizens' skepticism of Turkish accession is perhaps not very misplaced after all.
French President Jacques Chirac introduced his wish for compulsory referenda in France for future EU enlargements. The issue was revisited in 2008 under the Sarkozy administration when it announced its intent to amend the French Constitution in a way that would require a referendum on EU enlargement if the candidate in question held a population greater than 5% of the EU's total population. While the French Senate ultimately rejected this amendment, during the 2008 legislative election campaign in Austria, coalition parties did agree to hold a national referendum should Turkey's accession negotiations be completed. This sentiment was echoed in 2011 by Austrian Chancellor Werner Faymann, who stated that, "even in the case of a positive decision after negotiations…we will organise a referendum in Austria on this topic" ("Austria Mulls," 2011).
The looming threat of referenda in both France and Austria and the arguments that Brussels continues to make EU-wide decisions without the engagement of the European public has led to rising pressure on politicians to not ignore their citizens' wishes in regards to EU policy. In 2006, the European Commission added a new section to its enlargement section in its regular Eurobarometer surveys, "The question of Turkey," possibly in an attempt to better gauge and react to public opinion towards Turkey and its accession. With this introduction of public opinion as a more salient factor of consideration when evaluating enlargement policy, understanding the EU's attitude towards Turkish accession has become decidedly more complex. No longer exclusively an exercise of elite decision-making, the issue of Turkish enlargement is now influenced by EU citizens' perceptions and sentiments.
Understanding Public Opinion in the EU
As such, a comprehensive understanding of public opinion regarding Turkish EU membership and how it is formed is needed in order to understand the complexities of Turkey's accession. Data and analysis from various Eurobarometer reports will be employed to analyze European Union-wide opinion trends regarding Turkey's accession. Eurobarometer surveys are conducted in two waves per year and consist of approximately 1,000 face-to-face interviews of persons over fifteen years of age in each existing EU member state (this number varies from 503 interviewees in Cyprus to 1,526 in Germany). This paper's analysis will be limited to citizens in the current 27 EU member states, given that their opinions are the relevant ones in regards to future enlargement policy.
A survey conducted by the Center for European Studies of Boğaziçi University in Istanbul in partnership with the Autonomous University of Madrid and the University of Granada under the coordination of Professor Hakan Yilmaz is also used to provide information on trends in wider European attitudes towards Turkey. This survey, conducted in September 2009, samples 5000+ respondents from France, Germany, Poland, Spain and the United Kingdom on the Turkish question in "manifold dimensions." Although it does not collect data from all EU-27 Member States, the five countries sampled present varying and conflicting outlooks on Turkey that are largely representative of the EU-wide debate on Turkey.
According to Eurobarometer opinion polls from 1992 to 2008, public support for Turkish accession is not only low, but it is also declining (See Appendix 1). The variable used to measure EU citizens' support for Turkish membership is the following question, presented in various Eurobarometer reports from 1992 to 2008: "For each of the following countries, would you be in favour or against it becoming part of the European Union in the future?" Respondents could respond with either "in favour," "against," or "don't know."
Turkish Accession to the European Union: Shaped by Perception or Support peaked in December 1992 with 41% of EU citizens backing Turkish membership, but it steadily dropped to just 31% by April 2008. From 2000 onwards, support for Turkish membership has remained relatively constant, if somewhat declining, varying between 28% to 35% of EU citizens. The share of contesters, on the other hand, has steadily risen from 47% in 2000 to 55% in 2008, suggesting that many "don't know" respondents have switched to the opposition view over the last decade.
When comparing these attitudes towards Turkish membership with those towards other countries, it is clear that not only is support for Turkey's membership relatively low but that it cannot be attributed to general "enlargement fatigue." EU support for Icelandic, Swiss, and Norwegian membership at this same time (2008), for example, was very high, with 71%, 77%, and 78% of Europeans supporting the accession of these countries respectively. Even Balkan countries, such as Croatia (52%) and Macedonia (40%), and Ukraine (43%) enjoyed higher levels of support for membership than Turkey.
Of further note, 2008 support for Turkey's membership was far from uniform between EU member states (See Appendix 2). Austria, the Republic of Cyprus, and Germany expressed the least amount of support for Turkish accession, with only 7%, 11% and 16% of their citizens backing the candidate member state respectively. Luxembourg, France, Greece, and Italy are also amongst Turkey's least supportive critics. On the opposite end of the spectrum, Romania, Slovenia, and Spain have the highest levels of support, with 61%, 49%, and 46% of their populations supporting Turkey's membership bid.
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These trends suggest that, broadly speaking, Europeans have trouble seeing Turkey as culturally compatible with the European Union. EU citizens do not believe that Turkish accession would have a positive effect on cultural understanding, widely believe that Turkey is actually too incompatible with the EU culturally to become a member, believe Turkey's history places it outside of Europe, and believe it does not meet the economic and human rights standards required of EU members.
In general, these perceptions of Turkey can be divided into three main levels of analysis: the post-modern evaluation of Turkey's ability to uphold the liberal democratic principles of the EU, the utilitarian analysis of Turkey's material costs and benefits to the EU, and the cultural interpretation of Turkey's "Europeanness," As Antonia Ruiz-Jimenez and Jose I. Torreblanca summarize in their publication, "European Public Opinion and Turkey's Accession: Making Sense of Arguments For and Against" (2007), these three perspectives from which EU citizens generally interpret Turkish accession can be defined as "attitudinal dimensions."
From the post-national outlook, the EU is understood as supranational organization built upon the universal liberal-democratic values outlined in its founding treaty: "human dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights…plu-ralism, non-discrimination, tolerance, justice, solidarity and equality between women and men" (Treaty on European Union, 1992). Thus, from this outlook, accession is evaluated on the assumption that enlargement should be determined by a candidate's adherence to these universal principles. In contrast, when evaluated with an instrumental outlook, materially measurable costs and benefits (i.e. economic, security, immigration, budgetary, institutional) of Turkish membership are rationally weighed in order to present whether Turkish accession would be beneficial or detrimental to the EU. Finally, from an identitarian outlook, the EU is understood as a defined community united by common values, culture, identity, and traditions. From this view, EU citizens' attitudes towards accession are shaped by the perceived cultural and identity compatibility between applicant states and the EU.
Turkish Accession to the European Union: Shaped by Perception or
After categorizing each Eurobarometer 64.2 (2005) question regarding Turkey's accession by which of the three attitudinal dimensions to which it appeals, Ruiz-Jiminez and Torreblanca calculate the degree to which each attitudinal dimension influences the formation of EU citizens' perceptions of Turkey by using a statistically significant scale. With 1 being the least important and 5 being the most important, in the EU-25 the identitarian outlook appears to most strongly impact EU citizens' sentiment towards Turkish accession, with an average significance of 3.1. Utilitarian considerations are the next most influential on how Europeans form their judgments on Turkish membership with an average of 2.9, and the post-national outlook is the least significant, with a mean of 2.7 (Ruiz-Jimenez & Torreblanca, 2007, p. 10) .
This data indicates that EU citizens' outlooks on Turkish membership are "more likely to be based on elements connected with culture, history and geography than with costs/ benefits or universal principles such as democracy and human rights" (Ruiz-Jimenez & Torreblanca, 2007, p. 11) . However, while issues about identity and culture are most strongly correlated to shaping public opinion about Turkish accession, it is a post-national understanding of the European Union as a community based on universal and democratic rights that is most strongly connected to generating support for Turkish accession. This helps explain why public support for Turkey's accession is so low: on average, the outlook most likely to inspire support for Turkish membership is the least-important attitudinal dimension in actually shaping Europeans' perceptions of Turkey's accession while the attitudinal dimension least likely to inspire support is the strongest.
This conclusion is also supported by survey results from the Civil Society Dialogue Between EU and Turkey University Grant Scheme taken in 2009. According to this survey conducted under Professor Hakan Yilmaz, 40% of survey respondents agree that mostly cultural factors influence their attitudes towards Turkey, while only 27% said economic and 26% said political factors influenced their attitudes towards Turkey. For those citizens who opposed Turkish membership, the influence of cultural factors was even greater, with 45.6% of respondents saying that cultural factors influenced their negative attitude towards Turkish accession (Yilmaz, 2009 ).
Yilmaz's survey also reveals that 38.9% of European respondents found the statement, "culturally speaking, Turkey is a Muslim country…not compatible with the common Christian roots," to be a compelling argument against Turkish accession. For those respondents opposed to Turkish membership, 51.5% found this argument the most influential. The fact that this question emphasizes the Muslim and Christian traditions of these two societies as culturally relevant suggests that 38.9% of Europeans identify Turkey as incompatible with the EU based on religious differences.
Unlike the Eurobarometer, which leaves "cultural differences" undefined, Yilmaz's survey also offers some insight into the factors that may shape European respondents' definition of "culture" by posing questions regarding respondents' opinions on Turk's family ties, respect for the elderly, individualism, respect for the rights of others, tolerance, rationality, peacefulness and reasonableness, cleanliness, and sexual freedom.. In general, respondents interestingly reported their belief that these elements are relatively similar in Turkish and European society.
While a third of respondents believe that Turks and Europeans have equally strong family ties, 46.5% reported the belief that Turkish society is more strongly characterized by strong family ties. In terms of peacefulness, reasonableness, and sexual freedom, however, most http://scholarship.claremont.edu/urceu/vol2013/iss1/11 survey respondents believe that Europeans more strongly exhibit these traits. On the other hand, most respondents perceive that Europeans and Turks equally exhibit individualism, respect of the rights of others and of the elderly, tolerance, rationality, and cleanliness. This is interesting because it suggests that when confronted with specific cultural characteristics, EU citizens largely do not identify Turkey as being radically different from their society. This indicates that EU citizens' relatively positive perceptions of specific cultural factors in Turkey are independent from the formation of their negative conceptions of Turkey's cultural compatibility with the EU, suggesting that perhaps many EU citizens do not consider specific societal characteristics when evaluating "cultural" compatibility between Turkey and the EU, but instead rely on a more abstract, and perhaps unquantifiable, conception of "culture."
The societal characteristics widely seen by Europeans as common to both societies also happen to be largely post-modern in orientation, incorporating universal liberal values such as tolerance and respect. Given that these types of factors have the least sway over peoples' perception of Turkey's accession process, this trend suggests that even though most respondents' view the two societies as compatibly manifesting these characteristics, it does not particularly sway their opinions towards Turkish membership and helps explain why so much opposition is still found across the EU.
Yilmaz also asks an interesting question regarding the values that respondents associate with "European Identity" on his survey. While this does not directly reveal how survey respondents regard Turkey, if these values represent European identity, many survey respondents may perceive Turkish society as incompatible with these values given that both this survey and Eurobarometer data show that EU citizens widely believe Turkey is incompatible with the EU due to its cultural identity. Of the values respondents associated with European identity, the four most cited were "Democracy and Human Rights" (43.3%), "economic development and social welfare" (42.2%), "tolerance for different points of view and ways of life" (21%), and "equality between men and women" (20.6%). Thus, a major factor driving opposition towards Turkish accession may be the perception that Turkey is largely incompatible with these fundamental values associated with European identity.
In summary, while all the data regarding EU citizens' perceptions of Turkey illustrates great variation amongst member states, it also illustrates some EU-level trends in public opinion. First, support for Turkish accession is low relative to other candidate countries and former candidate countries. This support has also largely been on the decline for the last decade. When more closely examined, European perceptions of Turkish accession appear to be most strongly shaped by cultural and identity-based factors and are the least influenced by post-modern considerations. Given that post-modern understandings of the EU and accession process are the most likely to generate support for Turkish membership, the widespread opposition to Turkey's membership bid is partially explained by the fact that this outlook is the least significant in shaping opinions towards Turkish accession overall. Yilmaz's survey results give some indication of what identity-based characteristics EU citizens perceive as particularly incompatible with Turkish society, such as Europe's greater levels of sexual freedom , peacefulness, reasonableness, its standards of democracy and human rights, economic development and social welfare, tolerance for different points of view and ways of life, and equality between men and women.
Perceptions or Reality?
Given the growing significance of European public opinion in shaping EU policy and
Turkish Accession to the European Union: Shaped by Perception or that EU citizens' opinions about Turkey are largely based on how they perceive Turkey's culture and whether or not it is seen as being compatible with the EU's, "fundamental cultural differences" between Turkey and the EU are of "decisive importance," as former German Chancellor, Helmut Schmidt, observed (Dixon, 2008, p. 682) . However, do perceptions of cultural difference guarantee that differences actually exist between these two societies? Or are these perceptions rooted in misperceptions and stereotypes held by EU citizens about Turkish society? If EU perceptions of Turkey's culture are based on actual differences between Turkish and EU societies, Turkey may still have an opportunity to alter EU public opinion regarding its membership by reforming its society to align more closely with EU values or by changing how information about Turkey is conveyed to EU citizens. If EU perceptions of Turkish culture do not align with actual differences between the two societies but are shaped by intangible factors, then it is unclear how precisely Turkey can influence European public opinion regarding its accession. In order to evaluate if the perceptions of EU citizens discussed above are founded in real differences between Turkish and European societies, Turkish and EU member states' aggregate responses to the 1999 and 2008 waves of the European Values Survey will be compared to illustrate differences in values held by each group of citizens. As a control for determining whether the values measured in Turkey and the EU are relatively similar or divergent, the values of EU member states with traditions of Orthodox Christianity will also be measured separately. These member states, Romania, Bulgaria, and Greece, are specified by Huntington as being part of the "Orthodox" civilization, which is more like the "Western" civilization that the EU is largely comprised of than the "Islamic" civilization that Turkey straddles (Huntington, 1993, p. 30) . This is simply one example of a control that could be used to better compare Turkish and EU data results, but one that is often cited by scholars and conveniently also questions Huntington's widely debated civilization thesis. Since these three Orthodox states have already successfully completed the accession process and are EU member states, the value differences exhibited between them and the whole EU must present a level of value differentiation that still allows for the degree of cultural compatibility needed to join the EU. Thus, if Turkey's values are relatively similar to those of the Orthodox citizens, it can be assumed that Turkey does not differ too drastically on these values to deny compatibility with the EU.
Drawing upon various scholars' definitions of "culture" (Yilmaz, 2008; Huntington, 1993; Weber, 1922; McLaren, 2007; Nugent, 2007) and the values outlined in the guiding principles of the Treaty on European Union, questions from the European Value Surveys (EVS) will investigate political values, religious values, tolerance values, and values regarding gender equality as outlined in Table 1 .
For the sake of brevity, the results from this EVS analysis will be summarized and data will be confined to the Appendix section (see Appendixes 3-16).
Politically, Turkish citizens appear to evaluate democracy very similarly to those of the EU, particularly in an abstract context, but have a greater acceptance for authoritarian values. Given their strong degree of support for democracy, Turks' tendency to support authoritarian values may merely reflect a more conservative populace than the EU average or its history of military defense of secularism, suggesting that its affinity for authoritarian values may be insignificant. Furthermore, Turkey seems only relatively more authoritarian than Orthodox member states, also suggesting that its greater support for authoritarian values is not entirely incompatible with the EU. The similarities between Turkish and EU http://scholarship.claremont.edu/urceu/vol2013/iss1/11 values regarding democracy are particularly notable since, as evidenced by Yilmaz's survey data above, "Democracy and Human Rights" is considered a fundamental value associated with European identity by 43.3% of European survey respondents, suggesting the similarity in these particular values is highly significant. In terms of religious values, there are a higher percent of citizens who are religiously active in Turkey, but a relatively similar proportion of citizens in both Turkish and EU society who are practically never religiously active. This suggests that, aggregately, religious values are more prevalent in the Turkish population than in that of the EU and that religion plays a greater role in everyday life in Turkey, similar to trends found in Orthodox society. This higher level of religiosity in Turkey supports the fact that Turkish citizens are also significantly more likely to consider belief in God as important in political leaders than EU citizens, suggesting a higher tolerance for indirect religious political rule. However, Turks and Europeans exhibited very similar levels of support for religious leaders influencing government decisions, suggesting relatively similar degrees of intolerance for religious political rule and desire for secularism in both societies. Overall, however, it appears that Turkey can be considered to maintain relatively more religious values than the EU, illustrating a fairly perceptible difference between the values held by each society.
Combined trends from EVS questions regarding tolerance suggest that Turkish citizens have less tolerant values towards minority groups than both EU and Orthodox citizens, an extremely significant cultural divide between the two societies given that the EU is community comprised of many different ethnic groups, supports free internal immigration, and specifically outlines "tolerance" as a founding principle of the Union in the TEU. Furthermore, as reported in Yilmaz's survey, "tolerance for different points of view and ways of life" is a value that 21% of surveyed Europeans associate with European identity, suggesting that the divergence in this value has particular weight.
In regards to gender relations, Turkish citizens appear more likely to believe that a woman's place in society is in a maternal capacity or the home (they also believe that women prefer this) while EU and Orthodox citizens see women as warranting greater independence and preferring the workplace. The size of the divergence between Turkish and both EU and Orthodox citizens' gender relation values is drastic, illustrating a true divide in the opinions about gender relations between these two societies. As demonstrated earlier by Yilmaz's survey data, Turkey's more "traditional" view of women is particularly notable since "equality between men and women" is often considered a defining feature of European identity.
Exaggerated Differences: The Results of a Populist Movement?
Analysis of EVS 1999 and 2008 wave data indicates that Turkish and EU citizens have very similar values regarding democracy, in both an abstract and specific context. However, Turkish citizens express more authoritarian and religious values than EU citizens and are less likely to express tolerance towards minority groups or value gender equality. This suggests that actual cultural differences do exist between Turkey and the EU, most certainly in regards to tolerance and gender relations and to a lesser extent in regards to religion's influence on government. On the other hand, Turkey and the EU appear perfectly compatible in regards to their views towards democracy. How does this compare to EU citizens' perceptions of Turkey?
EU citizens seem clearly aware of the divergence between their own and Turkey's views towards tolerance and gender relations. EU citizens' unanimously agree that Turkey must improve its respect for human rights before its accession can be accepted and are relatively skeptical about whether Turkey's citizens value tolerance to the same extent as they do. This perception is evident in the rhetoric found across the EU concerning Turkish treatment of the Kurds and fears about Turkey's (and Islam's) repression of women.
EU citizens also seem to perceive that Turkish citizens possess more authoritarian and stronger religious values than Europeans, but perhaps to a greater extent than is true. Authoritarianism, which indicates a willingness to sacrifice personal freedom and individualism for order and obedience, is measured by peoples' support for despotic means of governance in this study. Turks are admittedly far more supportive of military rule than Europeans, but also have a unique history in regards to military rule, which suggests this may not be illustrative of just authoritarianism in Turkish society. This is particularly true given that Turkish support for a strong leader who doesn't have to deal with parliament is at the same levels found in Orthodox EU member states, indicating that their authoritarian values may not be so far from those found in the EU. 39.5% of EU citizens, however, perceive that Europeans are more individualistic than Turks, while only 7.6% of Europeans see Turks as being more individualistic than Europeans (Yilmaz, 2009 ). This perception that Turks are more authoritarian than EU citizens is perhaps a bit exaggerated, given that Turkey is no more authoritarian than several of existing EU member states.
Furthermore, as illustrated, 38.9% of Yilmaz's EU survey respondents expressed the perception that Turkey's Muslim values make it incompatible with the "common Christian roots" of the EU (Yilmaz, 2009 ). This suggests that not only do 38.9% of European citizens perceive their Christian roots as powerful enough to culturally define the EU, but that Turkey's identity as a "Muslim country" is a leading factor in its incompatibility with the EU. In reality, a third of EU citizens report that they never attend religious services, only 20% of Europeans attend religious services at least once a week or more, and citizens across the EU unanimously support secular governance, suggesting that religiosity is not a significantly important factor in most Europeans' lives or identities. Furthermore, while Turkey is indeed 99.8% Muslim, 27% of Turks report being religiously inactive (only 5% fewer than in the EU) and Turks also show a strong commitment to secular governance (EVS, 2008) . This suggests that Turkey's religiosity is not completely incompatible with that of the EU, given that both support secular societies and the EU is grounded upon the separation of church and state and religious freedom. Doubts about Turkey's compatibility with the democratic values of the EU are perhaps the most flawed perceptions that EU citizens possess about Turkish culture. Turkish citizens express relatively equal, at times greater, support for democratic values relative to EU citizens. As seen in data from Yilmaz's survey, 43.3% of Europeans associate "Democracy and Human Rights" with European identity, the most cited value given. Since EU citizens also consistently reject Turkey's compatibility with EU identity, identity considerations being least strongly correlated with EU support for Turkish accession, many EU citizens must see Turkey as being incompatible with European views on "Democracy and Human Rights" since this value is so strongly associated with EU identity. As evidenced by the strong Turkish support for democratic values, this perception is clearly misguided.
Ultimately, EU citizens appear perhaps slightly overly pessimistic about the cultural incompatibility of Turkey and the EU. While Europeans perceptions of Turkey as significantly less tolerant than EU society would allow are relatively accurate, EU citizens appear to often overstate the differences between EU and Turkish levels of authoritarianism and religiosity and entirely misunderstand Turkish citizens' commitment to democratic values.
Much of the gap between Europeans' perceptions of Turkey and the realities of Turkish society can likely be explained by EU citizens' lack of knowledge about Turkish culture and the persuasive and culturally based arguments employed by a growing number of populistTurkish Accession to the European Union: Shaped by Perception or like, extremist political parties across Europe.
According to Yilmaz's survey, 50% of European respondents report being "not informed" in regards to their subjective information level about Turkey (2009) and a 2006 Eurobarometer report measured that 68% of EU citizens do not feel well informed about economic ramifications of enlargement (European Commission, 2006) . This self-reported lack of knowledge about Turkey is an obvious indicator that many of the perceptions held by EU citizens in regards to Turkish accession may be founded on lack of understanding.
In addition to this general lack of knowledge about the Turkish accession process and Turkish society in general, EU citizens' sources of information suggest that Europeans are not being exposed to a balanced and informed debate about the merits and drawbacks of Turkish accession. 71.3% of EU citizens report getting information about Turkish accession via "news and commentaries on the television and radio" and 55.9% report "news commentaries in the newspapers and magazines" (Yilmaz, 2009) . This means that a large portion of Europeans get their information about Turkish accession from the European media, which "on the whole tends to paint a rather negative image of Turkey" (Tocci, 2008, p. 267) . At its worst, driven by commercial logic, the European media largely reports "stereotypes, sensationalism, and alarmism" in regards to Turkey in an attempt to sell their products (Tocci 2008, p. 267) . Less dramatically, media from across the EU tends towards the "culturalizing" of political issues regarding Turkey and report about Turkey's EU accession in the context of Islam, "focusing on tragic incidents or crises, and linking these back to the depiction of Turkey as the unknown 'other' and its inability to conform to 'European standards of civilization'" (Tocci, 2008, p. 268) .
This tendency of the European media to appeal to stereotypes and cultural focuses when reporting about Turkey is particularly influential in shaping EU citizens' support for Turkey's membership bid given that identity-based arguments are the most likely to influence public opinion regarding Turkish accession, and the least likely to inspire support. This means that the cultural and sensational information frequently disseminated to a large proportion of EU citizens is more likely to impact their views on Turkey than, for example, scholarly articles which present post-national and instrumental arguments for or against Turkish accession.
Identity-based arguments that strongly impact EU citizens' opinions towards Turkey are also employed by a growing number of far-right, populist-like political parties across the EU. Far-right parties in every member state examined tend to resolutely oppose Turkish accession, generally on the grounds of religious and cultural differences. Subsequently, anti-Turkey political rhetoric can be found across the EU, from extreme parties such as the Lega Nord in Italy, the FPO in Austria, the Dansk Folkeparti in Denmark, the Mouvement pour la France, the Law & Justice in Poland, and LAOS in Greece (Tocci, 2008, p. 266) . Given that 30.7% of EU citizens report getting information about Turkey from their political leaders, the identity and culturally based arguments coming from these radical parties find a relatively significant audience and are particularly effective in fueling opposition towards Turkish accession given the salient nature of culturally and identity-based arguments (Yilmaz, 2009 ).
Conclusion
Across Europe, growing disenchantment with the elite driven decision-making process of the European Union has led to calls for the engagement of the EU public. Populist-like parties have sprung up across EU member states and greater attention is beginning to be paid to public opinion on issues like EU enlargement. In tandem with this growing attention to mass opinion, Turkey's bid for EU membership has seen low and declining support from European citizens. Perceived as culturally incompatible with Europe, Turkey has been labeled an outsider by many EU citizens, suggesting that Huntington's predicted "clash of civilizations" could in fact be true.
However, when the values held by Europeans and Turks are analyzed through European Values Surveys, it is clear that a highly disruptive cultural divide between the two societies does not exist across the board, but that certain cultural differences have been dramatized and have led to the common misperception that Turkey's cultural values are irreconcilable with European civilization. This widespread misperception can be easily traced to the general lack of knowledge that EU citizens seem to have about Turkish society and the EU enlargement process. Identity-based rhetoric from far-right political parties across Europe and the "culturalizing" of news from European media sources further distort EU citizens' understanding of Turkish society and its accession process.
The more the debate on Turkish accession is driven by these identity-based arguments, the more likely it is that European public support for Turkey's EU membership will decline. As long as right-wing parties control the debate over Turkish accession and European media presents biased reports of Turkey, EU citizens will likely remain misinformed about and negative towards Turkey. In order for Turkey's EU membership to gain citizen support in the EU, accurate information about Turkey must be circulated and a balanced debate over Turkish accession must be facilitated, where post-nationalist and instrumental arguments are discussed and not overshadowed by identity and cultural concerns.
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